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In matters properly before the court and within its jurisdiction, the court may exercise discretion to abstain from the 
exercise of jurisdiction. 


The court's general discretion to decline the exercise of jurisdiction in a matter otherwise properly before the court! includes 
the court's power to abstain from the exercise of jurisdiction, which is not really a question of the existence of jurisdiction but 


rather one of discretion in the exercise of jurisdiction.” 


One basis of jurisdictional abstention is under the "political question doctrine," as when it is demonstrable that the matter in 
question is committed to the political branches, or when there is an unusual need for unquestioning adherence to a political 


decision already made. The political question doctrine provides a narrow exception limiting the justiciable character of cases 
that revolve around policy choices and value determinations constitutionally committed for resolution to the legislative and 


: 5. 
executive branches. 


Under the equitable abstention doctrine, a court may exercise its discretion to abstain from the exercise of its jurisdiction in an 
action seeking equitable remedies and involving complex economic policies best handled by legislative or administrative action 


or if the relief sought is unnecessarily burdensome for the court given the availability of other means of redress.° Equitable 


abstention does not reach cases when the relief sought is in the nature of an award of damages.’ 
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State courts may also abstain when federal enforcement of the subject law would be preferable in certain respects,® or when 


another state has expressed a substantially stronger sovereignty interest and that state's courts will take jurisdiction,” or when 


an action under the law of another state is contrary to the law of the forum or would impose a penal liability. i 
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